ORDINANCE 86 ~- rg
- To Amend the ligt of uses for the
Planned Commercial Development
RE: the Southeast Corner of Tenth Street
and the 46 Bypass (Jerry Gates)

WHEREAS, the Common Council passed a Zonhing ordinance amendment
and adopted new incorporated zoning maps on June 7,
1978 which are now incorporated in Title 20 of the
Bloomington Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission hag considered this, PCD-25-81,
and recommended that the petitioner, JERRY GATES,
be granted an amendment to an approved Planned Com-
mercial Development outline plan that the Common
Cocuncil consider their petition for amendment to
said approved outline plan for certain property:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY ORDAINED BY THE COMMON
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BLOOMINGTON, MONROE COUNTY, INDIANA,
THAT

SECTION I. Through the authority of IC 36-7-4 that
the outline plan be amended for property located at the Southeast
corner of East Tenth Street and the 16 Bypass, and more further
described as:

A part of the Southeast quarter of Section 34, Township ¢ North,
Range 1 West, Monroe County, Indiana, bounded and described as
follows: Beginning at the Northeasi corner of sald guarter in
said Secticn 34 and in the Centerline of State Road 45, thence
leaving said State Road centerline and running South along the
East line of said Section for 374.14 feet and to the North right+
of-way of the Illinois Central Railrocad, thence with said railroad
right-of-way North 80 degrees 03 minutes 54 seconds Wesh for
425.02 feet and to a point where said railrcad right-of-way
intersects the East right-of-way of State Road 446 Bypass, thence
leaving the railroad right-of-way and with said State Road rightT
of-way North 24 degrees 12 minutes 56 seconds West for 146.84
feet, thence North 30 degrees 00 minutes 28 seconds East for
158.64 feet, thence North for 23.07 feet and to a point where
said Bypass right-of-way intersects the centerline of 10th Streef
or State Rcad 45, thence with said State Road centerline Neorth
89 degrees 06 minutes 13 seconds East for 39%9.49 feet and to

the point of beginning. Containing 3.36 acres, more or less.
Subject to the right-of-way of State Road 446 Bypass running
over and across the West side of the above~described real estate
Subject to the right~-of-way of State Reoad 45 running over and
across the North side of the above-described real estate.
Subject to the right-of-way of the Illinois Central Railroad
running along ang adjacent to the South side of Lthe akove-described
real estate.

SECTION II. Through the authority of IC 36-7-4 and
pursuant to Chapter 20.13 of the Bloomington Municipal Code,
that an cutiine plan be amended for the above-mentioned Planned
Commercial dEvelopment.

SECTION 111. This ordinance shall be in full force
and effect from and after its passage by the Common Council and
approval by the Mayor.

PASSED and ADOPTED by the Commcon Council of the City
of Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana, upon this ;9 day of

N ovember  , 1986.




e~ '~~f~-ff:f”j
JANES REGESTER, Pre$ident
Bldomington Common Council

FTTEST :

IATRICIAWWILLIAMSb City Clerk

PRESENTED by me to the Mavor of the City of
iloomington, Monroe County, Indiana, upon this a6 day of
Jﬁﬁﬁhﬁkﬁﬁ , 1986,

JSNHTSCV T L siha ¢S
. IATRICIA WILLIAMS Cityk Clerk

SIGNED and APPROVED by me upon this <28 day of

?Ssmbfi 1986.

.TOMILEA AL IGON, Mayor '
City of Bloomington

SYNOPSIS

Ipproval of this ordinance would amend the outline plan for
this planned commercial development Lo add several new uses to
the list of permitted uses. The 3.3 acre development at the
foutheast corner of East Tenth and the 46 Bypass is owned by
cerry Gates and still has some vacancies.



#%#%*QRDINANCE CERTIFICATION#®*%=%

In. accordance with IC 18-7-4-508, I hereby certify that the attached
Ordinance Number 86~ | is a true and complete copy of Plan Commission
Case Number PCD=25-8%hich was given a recommendation of &Pproval

by a vote of © Ayes, 0 Nays, and 1 Abstentions by the Bloomington .

october 20 | 1986

@ wfww' i 3'3_»,] ;’1» g,ff, “Qﬁff—ﬁg

P‘aﬁﬁéﬁg Director

Date: October 24 , 1986 Tim Mueller, Secretary
Plan Commission

City Plan Commission at a publlc hearing held~prm-=

g_,

ReCElyed by the Common Council 0ffice this - day of . .

T e Lo Ao o

Patricia Williams, City C?erk

. Fiscal Impact
Appropriation Ordinance # : Statement # Resolution#
’ Ordinance

Typé of Legislation:

Appropriation End of Program Penal Ordinance ‘
Budget Transfer New Program Grant Approval ‘
Salary Change Bonding Administrative Change |
Zoning Change Investments ' Short-Term Borrowing ‘
New Fees Annexation Other

Change to the outline nlan (list of uses change).

If the leglslatlon directly affects City funds the following must be completed
by the City Controller:

Cause of Reguest:

Planned Expenditure ' Emergency
Unforseen Need : Other

Funds Affected by Request:

Fund(s) Affected
Fund Balance as of January 1 $ $
Revenue to Date

Revenue Expected for Rest of year
Appropriations to Date
Unappropriated Balance ‘

Effect of Proposed Leglslatlon(+/ =)

Projected Balance $ -

Signature of Controller

Will the legislation have a major 1mpact on existing City appropriations, fiiscal -
liability or revenues? Yes No X

If the legislation will not have a major fiscal impact, explain briefly the
reason for your conclusion. -

lhe oroperty is currently recelv1ng City serv1ces.

‘It the Tegistation will have a major ‘fiscal ifmpact, explain briefly what the effect
on City costs and revenues will be and include factors which could lead to
gsignificant additional expenditures in the future. Be as specific as possible.
(Continue on second sheet if necessary)

Agency submitting legislation Planning Department

By Timothv Mueller Date October 24, 1986
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PCD-25-81 Jerry Gates
October 20, 1986
STATF REPORT

This development was approved in 1980 as a Planned Commercial
Development. The PCD format involves approval of an agreed
upon list of permitted uses customized for the specific
development. Thereafter, the list governs; uses not on

the approved 1list are not permitted. '

The approved plan evolved from an initial request for about
10 acres with a broad list of uses, essentially a full
scale strip shopping center with discount department stores
and supermarkets among the permitted uses. The subsequent
proposal which was approved in 1980 was 3+ acres and a
carefully considered list of uses designed to exclude those
commercial uses having high trip generation rates and those
which might attract children from University School.

The school concern is obvious. Present plans retain Univer-
sity Elementary until 1991. The middle school is done.

experienced on the Bypass, and to a lesser extent, on tenth.

- Tenth, a State Road, 1s not a priority for improvement.
Considerable intense zoning yet to be developed exists

along 10th: the Post Office site and lots of apartment

land. Staff has advocated caution to avoid creating a

need to improve 10th at the expense of more pressing existing
priorities. ‘ : :

The State considered 4-lane improvements to the Bypass,
then downgraded plans to improvement to the 2 lanes, then
decided not to do anything. We should continue to push
them for the more major improvement, but as of now it is
not in their plans.

Of particular concern here is the volume of southbound
traffic on the Bypass turning left into the center. The
length of the left turn phase of the signal affects capacity
of other movements at the intersection. This concern may
seem petty in the context of the use of a few storefronts,
but is guite relevant in terms of the size and use of the
center as a whole. The scale down from the original 10
acres and the use limitation was fundamental to the approval
by Commission and Common Council.

The requested change would include 4 new uses with potentially
high traffic generation per unit floor area. The trips
generated by these four are not likely to materially affect
the 10th and the Bypass intersection by themselves. However,
the overall shopping center characteristics could, and

staff continues to believe that the original approval premise
of low traffic uses was sound and should be maintained.

Specific traffic generation information will be presented
at the hearing. Staff has no objection to the waiver of
2nd hearing requested by the petitioner.

v Praf fifice concerns.-aresbased on: the extreme congestion being- . b i

Se






[B1USY pue sa[eg O3PIA
duiless apisur ou yim

Aisatep pue Inp Aaen ‘ezzig
8urnjess apisurl

ou yim nQ Arren ‘1aq

(mou) saipddng/siieg oiny

AINEA

Buiuearn Ai(
spoo8 Junrodg

("33 °bs goog¢
P232X3 03} jou) Iiempiey
(*13 *bs ooog

peaoxa 0} jou) [oaeddy

(so[es oapra Juipnjoxa)
saemljog § arempaey Jaindwon
S]UBWNJIISUT [BIISN
{(‘sng 1w m@mhw.v s[ooyog
‘07 92URBULY/DDIIJ(Q UEBOT
2D1AJd2g Ssaulsng
dunjurag
sdoyg 134
SpuB)ISMaN/syoog
(llews) sa01g souerddy

aaAOdddVv

[eluayg ﬁam $a[eg 0apIpA ‘8
Bunjeas apisul’ ou/m AI9A1[op
pue ng Axrren ‘ezzig )
. Buntess aprsul
ou ypm Qo Axaen ‘rpq C9
(mau) sayddng/siaeg oiny ‘g

. dutues(p Arxg 'y
,”wvooo dunaodg ¢
o ("33 *bs o0¢

SEERPC ou HOEV saempiey ‘7

£ ("1 "bs gpog
PI9oXD 8 jou) (aaeddy g

JAV LIS Wm dZL¥oddns LON

2aem1Jog

3 w.ﬁmBmﬁmm 1a1ndwon
SIUSWNIISU] [edIsSnp
('sng B Speil) s[ooydg
‘00 |SdUBHUL]/9D13}(Q umO]
@d1a.10g ssaursng

; gunuiyg

sdoyg 12g
m_ucﬂmamz\mxoom
:HmEmv m.ho“m aouerddy

+

—_— 0 M W D~ 0 O

,m,m<H.m Ad ddrd0ddNns

goanyp
swoy [eaauny

ger] yoaeasay
axedAeq/[ooyog Ajpeivadg
sanbrjuy

2112y ], SIAOW

(" 219 ‘usayoiiy

‘yieq ‘Burntoopy ‘smopuim ‘sduwer)

21015 A108S900€/1003p SwWOY
(a38xel) sa0ig sduerddy
9101G 9IN}IUIN]

Senilorg jeaniiny
S9SSaUISNE IDIAIDG [BUOSIDJ
EER2210)

[BUOISS9J0I4 pue Ssauisng
(1jews) areday aouenddy
sdoyg Aapamap

sdoyg 1319

sdoyg sistrorq

sdoyg ar2do1g

sassaulsyng s}Jeil’) pue sjay
sjuswiaede xoofy aaddn

pue s3uipjing sa1jjo/[1e121
0] P9yYdeiTE S3snoyumo],

"6l
81
"LT
!
1!
Pl

el
el
Il

¥860 ‘I2qWaAON
uolssiuwoy) uely Aq pssoaddy

suor}a(a( pu® SUOIIPPY

. pgel - sos
Hmzo:‘:uﬁ< palsanbay
$,19U0131119

uolssiwiuoy ue[g £q
0861 ut pasoaddy
g9s0] JO 1SI]






TEN 'H & THE BYPASS
. Phone (812) 33-GATES

Jerry W. Gates, Partner
2600 E. Tenth Street
Bloomington 1IN 47401

September 18, 1986
Plan Commission
City of Bloomington -

Municipal Building
Bloomington IN 47402

Ladies and Gentlemen,

fflTﬁeFBypese.de51fee.feveéﬁaﬂ&?the exisfing naﬁed uses
Our appeal and request is directly to the Plan

Ibpmentff:am the beginu‘“
ning and’ presentatio 'kpected. However, Tenth -
& The* Bypass feels that it 1is ‘an asset ‘to the City of Bloomington
.and our neighbors.: It is an attractive development which has
received many favorable- comments, ' "It ‘has not presented a traffic
problem or drainage problem,. nor- has it been an attractive \
_‘nulsance for chlldren._ In fact none-of:the problems planning

We have had requests from-the follOW1ng businesses and desire to
have our uses expanded to: include the Follow1ng'_

l."Dell - :

2. Audio -~ Video Equlpment and
Tape Rentals

3. Pizza

4, . Laundry

SEP 181985
PLANNIHG CTRARTAENT
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